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Drawing Objection 

1. Figures 16 and 17 (a) -17 (e) should be designated by a legend 
such as --Prior Art-- because the illustrations are conventional 
as admitted by Applicant in the Brief Description of the 
Drawings, page 3, section 0035 in the specification. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following 
informalities : 

(a) in the abstract, line 8, the term "a back light 
system" is objected because it does not read right. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with : ne :r more claims 
particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter 
which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 



(a) in Claim 1, lines 2 and 3, the term "user blocks in 
the packet and/or link blocks" is not clear because the terms 
"user blocks" and "link blocks" are not defined. In other 
words, user blocks can be considered as link blocks unless they 
are clarified in the Claims; 

(b) similarly, in Claims 7 and 8, the terms "user blocks" 
and "link blocks" are not clear and needed to be clarified; 

(c) in Claim 1, line 7, the term "desired user blocks" is 
not clear because the term "desired" is not defined. For 
example, a desired user blocks can be interpreted as a string of 
error free user data, a stack of cache user data or a group of 
user data under one file name etc. Applicant should clarify 
what are the characteristics of the claimed desired user blocks; 

(d) similarly, in Claim 7, line 6 and Claim 8, line 8, 
the terms "desired user blocks" are not clear because the terms 
"desired" are not defined. Applicant should clarify what are 
the characteristics of the claimed desired user blocks; 

(e) in Claim 1, last 3 lines, the claim language is not 
complete and therefore it is not clear. For example, the link 
block "which are previously written in into the buffer" has no 
indication or relationship to the address pointer means and 
whether it is being judged or not; 
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(f) similarly, in Claims 7 and 8, the claimed "user block 
judging means" has no relation on the data being stored in a 
buffer or under format conversion; and 

(g) in Claim 5, line 7, the term "a re-search of a block" 
is not clear because the limitation "re-search" is not defined. 

The claims not specifically mentioned above are indefinite 
based upon their dependence of the indefinite Claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. § 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 
(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in 
this or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, 
more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the 
United States. 

6. Claims 1-5, 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Fang et al . (U.S. Patent 6,539,518). 
Fang teaches a signal processing circuit having all of the 
elements and means as recited in claims 1-5. For example, Fang 
teaches the following: 

(a) with respect to Claim 1, the signal processing circuit 
200 (Figs. 2 and 5; abstract; lines 1-5) comprising: data 
reading out means 208 (Fig. 5; column 5, lines 14-16) for 



reading out data comprising user blocks 325-328 (Fig. 3A) in the 
packet and/or link blocks in the connection blocks (Fig. 3A; 
packet and link blocks are a group of user blocks; column 5, 
lines 39-45); a buffer 211 (Fig. 5) for successively storing 
data which are read out (Fig. 5; column 5, lines 39-45) ; user 
block judging means 212 (Fig. 5) for judging as to whether the 
read out data are desired user blocks or not (Fig. 5; column 8, 
lines 1-16) ; address pointer generating means 204 (Fig. 5; 
column 6, lines 29-58) for generating an address pointer on the 
basis of the judgment result from the user block judging means 
212 (Fig. 5; user blocks are verified first and then indexed by 
providing addresses) ; and system control means 202 (Fig. 5) for 
controlling to maintain (manage) the position of the address 
pointer at a position in the buffer 211 where the link block 
(data) is written in prior (Fig. 5; prior data written in the 
buffer memory are maintained/managed) and to overwrite the data 
which were read out this time onto the data of link block which 
are previously written in into the buffer (Fig. 5; inherent 
buffer management where read out data is overwritten) . 

(b) with respect to Claim 2, there is provided block ID 
detecting means 601 which detects the block ID while 
successively reading out the data (Figs. 5 and 6; column 11, 
lines 60-66) . 



(c) with respect to Claim 3, there is provided continuity 
judging means which defines continuity of blocks on the basis of 
the block ID (Fig. 6; block 602 indicates ID error detecting 
operation) . 

(d) with respect to Claim 4, the user block judging means 
compares the link block ID under being read out and the top 
block ID, thereby to judge that the block under being read out 
is a link block until the top block ID of the user block is 
detected, or compares the user block under being read out and 
the top block ID of the link block, thereby to judge that the 
block under being read out is a user block until the top block 
ID of the link block is detected (Fig. 6; user blocks/link 
blocks are indexed/addressed with respect to the first address 
in the memory buffer) . 

(e) with respect to Claim 5, the system control means 202 
conducts, when it is detected that the block ID is a link block 
ID in the same connection block or a top block of a desired user 
block ID when the discontinuity of the block ID is detected by 
the continuity judging means (error ID is detected) , a control 
such that a re-search of a block is not conducted but the 
reading out of the data conducted as it is (Fig. 6; inherent 
feature where the error ID and its data are read in order to 
determine whether an error is occurred) . 



7. Claims 7 and 8 have limitations similar to those treated in 
the above rejection, and are met by the reference as discussed 
above. Claim 8 however also recites the following limitation 
"distinction information which can distinguish whether the data 
read out as above is user block or a link block on the basis of 
the judgment result by the user block judging means" which is 
also taught by the prior art of Fang (Figs. 5 and 6; distinction 
information such as error data blocks can be distinguished) . 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claim 6 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection (s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in 
this Office action and to include all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

9. The following is an Examiner's statement of reasons for the 
indication of allowable subject matter: 

As in claim 6, the prior art of record fails to teach or fairly 
suggest a signal processor having the following features: 

(a) the system control means judges the direction of 
discontinuity of the block ID by comparing the block ID and the 
block ID immediately before that when the discontinuity of the 
block ID is detected by the discontinuity judging means, and it 



is controlled that when the position of the data reading out 
position has moved to the direction coming close to a desired 
user block, re-search of a block is not conducted, while when 
the reading out position of data has moved to the direction 
different from that coming close to the desired position, or 
when the block ID and the block ID immediate before the block ID 
are identical to each other, the re-search of the block is 
conducted. 

The features indicated above, in combination with the other 
elements of the claims, are not anticipated by, nor made obvious 
over, the prior art of record. 

Related Prior Art 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Takeuchi (5,721,856) is pertinent because Takeuchi teaches 
a data packet recording system having an ID detective means. 
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11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communication from the examiner should be directed to Kim CHU 
whose telephone number is (571) 272-7585 between 9:30 am to 6:00 
pm, Monday to Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Hoa Nguyen, can be 
reached on (571) 272-7579. 

The fax number for the organization where this application 
or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished application is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see hutp :/ /pan: -direct: . uspto , gov . Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9191 (toll free) . 



/Kim-Kwok CHU/ 
Examiner AU2627 
July 5, 2008 
(571) 272-7585 
/HOA T NGUYEN/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2627 
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